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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Amendment 

The drawings filed May 14, 2007 are accepted. Applicant amended claims 36 
and 42. Claims 26-53 are pending. Applicant's amendment to claim 36 overcomes the 
previous 35 USC 112, second paragraph rejection. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

Claims 26-34 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by 
Slotznick (U.S. Patent 5,983,200). 

Referring to claim 26. Slotznick discloses a method for context personal 
browsing comprising: 

• Providing a remote computer system, the remote computer system receiving 
data from a client computer system having a browser companion agent including 
one or more than one associated service modules that assist a user of the client 
computer system by providing services that are contextually relevant to content 



on a browser on the client computer system, the data received by the remote 
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computer system being determined according to the content page present on a 
browser of the client computer system or the user associated with the client 
computer system (Slotznick: abstract); 

• Determining from the page data at least one set of data or executable code that 
corresponds to a service module associated with the browser companion agent 
(Slotznick: abstract and figure 2). 

• Sending the data or code to the browser companion agent for use by the service 
module (Slotznick: column 12, lines 56-67). 

Referring to claim 27. Slotznick further discloses a method wherein the service 
module is a transaction tracking service (Slotznick: column 5, lines 41-51). 

Referring to claim 28. Slotznick further discloses a method wherein the browser 
companion agent includes at least two of the service modules (Slotznick: column 5, 
lines 41-51). 

Referring to claim 29. Slotznick further discloses a method wherein the data or 
code sent to the browser companion agent is determined by parsing the page for 
elements matching elements in a database, the elements in the database 
corresponding to the code or data to send to the remote computer system (Slotznick: 
column 3, lines 7-28). 

Referring to claim 30. Slotznick further discloses a method wherein the data or 
code sent to the browser companion agent is determined by looking up in a database 
corresponding code or data to send to the remote computer system (Slotznick: column 
3, lines 7-28). 
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Referring to claim 31-34. Claims 31-34 are rejected under the same rationale as 
set forth above. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 36-48 and 51-53 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 

unpatentable over Slotznick (U.S. Patent 5,983,200) in view of Perkowski (U.S. 

Patent Application Publication No. 2003/0158792). 

Referring to claim 36. The combination of Slotznick and Perkowski discloses a 
method wherein the browser comprises a version of a web browser and the companion 
agent comprises a browser helper object (Perkowski: abstract and paragraph 16). It 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to have modified the method 
of Slotznick to have included a browser helper object, as taught by Perkowski, in order 
to assist with comparison shopping (Perkowski: paragraph 16). 

Referring to claims 37-38. The combination of Slotznick and Perkowski further 
discloses a method wherein the data sent to the remote computer system comprises the 
location identifier for a page on the browser of the client computer system (Perkowski: 
paragraph 1 1 ) and wherein the location identifier comprises a URL for the page 
(Perkowski: abstract). 
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Referring to claims 39-40. The combination of Slotznick and Perkowski further 
discloses a method wherein the data sent to the remote computer system comprises 
data about the content or structure on the page on the browser of the client computer 
system (Perkowski: paragraph 11). 

Referring to claim 41. The combination of Slotznick and Perkowski further 
discloses a method comprising: 

• From a first computer system, sending a service module for context personalized 
browsing comprising executable code to a second computer system, the second 
computer system including a browser companion agent comprising a service 
component for holding one or more service modules, a service module 
comprising code relating to providing a user of the second computer system 
information relating to an actual or potential e-commerce transaction (Slotznick: 
abstract). 

• A data component for holding data related to one or more service modules 
(Perkowski: paragraphs 16 and 23); 

• A tracking component for tracking the domain of a page presented on a browser 
and communicating page domain data to a remote computer system (Perkowski: 
paragraph 119); 

• A receiving component for receiving data from the remote computer system 
responsive to the page domain data, the service module being installable in the 
service component of the second computer system, the service module being 
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sent to the second computer system also being useful to a user considering an e- 

commerce transaction (Perkowski: figures 1 and paragraph 119). 

It would have been obvious to obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time of applicants invention to have modified the method of Slotznick to have included a 
data, tracking, and receiving component, as taught by Perkowski, in order to enable 
users to search and retrieve products (Perkowski: paragraph 16). 

Referring to claim 42. The combination of Slotznick and Perkowski further 
discloses a method wherein the agent includes a user interface that is coupled to a 
browser, the user interface capable of receiving user input and sending the input to a 
remote computer system or displaying information received from a remote computer 
system (Perkowski: figure 4). 

Referring to claim 43-48. Claims 43-48 are rejected under the same rationale as 
set forth above. 

Referring to claim 51. The combination of Slotznick and Perkowski further 
discloses a method wherein the services are invoked in a predetermined order based 
on assigned priorities (Perkowski: paragraph 16). 

Referring to claim 52-53. The combination of Slotznick and Perkowski further 
discloses a method wherein the priority is assignable by the remote computer system or 
is set by one of the services (Perkowski: paragraph 16). 
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Claims 35,49, and 50 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over the combination of Slotznick and Perkowski and further in view 
of Beck (U.S. Patent No. 6,138,139) . 

Referring to claims 35,49, and 50. The combination of Slotznick and Perkowski 
discloses all of the above as noted in the 102(e) rejection but does not expressly 
discloses a method wherein a data or service module comprises a COM object. Beck 
discloses a method wherein a service module comprises a COM object (Beck: abstract, 
paragraphs 55-56). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time of applicant's invention to have modified the method of Slotznick/Perkowski to have 
included data or service modules comprising a COM object, as taught by Beck, in order 
to interact with other electronic commerce applications (Beck: paragraph 56). Claim 50 
is rejected under the same rationale set forth above. 

Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments filed May 14, 2007 have been fully considered but they are 
not persuasive. Applicant argues that the prior art of record use a "host-based" 
approach, which is dissimilar to the "browser based" approach of the application. The 
examiner notes that the Slotznick and Perkowski clearly disclose providing context 
personal browsing, as noted above in the rejection of the claims. A recitation of the 
intended use of the claimed invention must result in a structural difference between the 
claimed invention and the prior art in order to patentably distinguish the claimed 
invention from the prior art. If the prior art structure is capable of performing the 



Application/Control Number: 09/933,861 Page 8 

Art Unit: 3625 

intended use, then it meets the claim. Applicant further argues that Slotznick does not 
disclose a browser. A browser is defined as a client application that enables to a user 
to view documents on the World Wide Web or another network. Slotznick allows users 
to connect to the Internet for context personal browsing (Slotznick: column 8, lines 6- 
20). For the above reasons, the rejection of claims 26 and 41 remain. Applicant's 
arguments regarding the rejection of claims 35 and 49-53 are similar to those made 
above regarding browser versus host-based configurations and are rejected under the 
same rationale. 

The applicant further argues that Slotznick does not disclose a transaction 
tracking service. In response to applicant's argument that the references fail to show 
certain features of applicant's invention, it is noted that the features upon which 
applicant relies (i.e., a program that recognizes and sends the transaction related pages 
to the server while a user is purchasing an item) are not recited in the rejected claim(s). 
Although the claims are interpreted in light of the specification, limitations from the 
specification are not read into the claims. See In re Van Geuns, 988 F.2d 1 181 , 26 
USPQ2d 1057 (Fed. Cir. 1993). 

The applicant further argues that the combination of Slotznick and Perkowski 
does not teach the transfer of a service module from a host system to a browser, as 
claimed in claims 41-53. Applicant defines a service module as comprising code 
relating to providing a user of a second computer system information relating to an e- 
commerce transaction. The examiner disagrees because Slotznick and Perkowski both 
disclose a user transferring information (such as ordering flowers or finding desired 
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products) over the Internet in order complete an e-commerce transaction (buying said 
product). 

Conclusion 

THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Jason B. Dunham whose telephone number is 571-272- 
8109. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F, 8-5. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Jeff Smith can be reached on 571-272-6763. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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